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2. J4/99-0476 Comments on the CD1.6 draft (Jones)
DISCUSSION:

My recommended responses are italicized between each of Mr. Joneses comments.

169 Report Writer, C.19, generally, pages 778-784 

The code examples would be better for using free-form reference format style comment indicators. Their alignment is then irrelevant. 

This is probably true of most of the examples in the book, and should probably be updated as a whole cleanup of examples.

170 Report Writer, C.19.2.1, PAGE, page 779 

The details of item 2 seem to be missing. 

Corrected by CD 1.8

171 Report Writer, C.19.6, Totalling, pages 783-784 

I am not clear how SUM OF RS-PAY can be used as four separate items at once under "TYPE CF FOR WS-MONTH". 

RS-PAY is defined in the detail line EMPLOYEE-PAYMENT as occurs 4 times.  Each of the entries is used with its paired control total.

172 Report Writer, C.19.7, Procedure division statements, page 784 

I think that the readability of the first paragraph could be improved. At least remove the two phrases "in order of execution" on lines 4 and 7. 

Ok

The example might be improved by using PERFORM with TEST AFTER and consolidating the obtaining of input data before the two GENERATEs within the PERFORM. 

Many programmers feel that the initial read of an input file is different from the others and prefer the style where the read or input is at the end of the perform loop.

PROPOSED CHANGES TO BASE DOCUMENT:

1. Delete “…in order of execution …” twice from C.18.7 Procedure Division statements, once in sentence 2 and once in sentence 4.

RESOLVED ISSUES:
See discussion.

OPEN ISSUES:
None.

